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Acatemician, 8. I. VAVILOV, President of the Acadeny, opensd the
soppion with a short address pointing out serious deficiencies in the
Divisiun of Biological Science.

Acadeniédian Loon Abgarovich OREKLI, Acslemicisn-Secretary of this
divieion, expleined that the work of the division was by no meaps anti-
Michurinist, and that LYSENKO‘s viéws in gensral enjoyod the support of
the division's scientists. Ee repdiated insinvations that work of
the division hai only a very small prectical value, citing the importance
of the work of Acedemician SKEYABIE in helminthology. The genesis ani
evolution of the dispute detween formal and Michurinist genetioists were
deacrided, and the difficulties involved in arriving ot a solentifically
innpextisl decision were pointed.out. He closed by saying that he ought
to be dimniysed far not havirg mere resolutely cpposed formal genetics.

Acsdemiclan Kl~=ide: . .ovich OPARIN, Dirscuar, Instituts of
Rochemigtry inmpl Baki, spors agairst 1dealistic tendencies snd theories
2 in the division.

Academician V. K. SUKACHEV, Diveotor, Yorestry Iastituto, spode of
the work of his institute, which inclwies a lLaboretzay of Evolutionary
Ecology imeni Keller, a Iabcretory of Genetios and Selection of Timbder
Tress, Direotor, Professcr FRAVDIN, end which directs the werk of the X
Seutral Scientifio Retaerol Tnstituts of Forostry and of the Timber Todkno- o
logisal Academy, both in isningred. In all of thess eatadligkasuts
Michurinism was the accepied doctrine, and he personally hod always deen ¢ .
an enthusiastic Michurinist.

Sergei Vesilievich KAFTAKIV, Minister of Higher Niucation, found
ORBELI's speach thoronghly wnsatisZactory, and eccused CEENLY of harboring

‘ <od guyporting enti-Michiriniets in the Division of Biological Bcisnoes.
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i, E. GLUSHCHENKO, Doctor of Biologicel Science, LYSERKO's Institute
of Genetics, gimilerly fruni OPBEII'g explenations iuslequate. He commented
adversely on a number of Soviet gensticii e, peat and mresent (Appendix C).

$ERET . oxiHUM

Eh. 5. EOSHTOYANLS, Associate Msmber Academy of Soiences!USER, cgpoke. 4t
length on achievements of pre-Revolution Rugsian rhysiclogists, and in mod-
erate terms praised the Michurinists and condemnsd the formal geneticineta.

. 1. A. BENEDIKTOV, Unlen Ministry of Agriculturs, sttacked tie Division
of Blological Solence for its Impracticel work, and for not introduwoing
Michwrinist prinsiples. In particulsr, he condemred the work of:  (a) the
Institute of Evolutionary Morphology (Pormer Dirertor SEMAL'GAUZEN hoo(p)
Institute of Plant Physiology; (c) Institute of Cytoln?y Histology, and
Bubryology, including Professor DUBININ '8 ladoratory; d.s 8011 Institute,
in vhich the work .. Doctors EOVDA end B ves particularly objscticnsble;
enl (e) the Publicetions Ssction, responsible for the Jomrnals, Dok
Akedenil Nauk UBER, Izvestia. Akzdomii ¥auk USSR, Vestalk Aksdemii Nawnk

UBSE, Joml of Genora-l»molgﬂ, Advwances' in )bdorn‘gBﬁoLogz, and Prirods.

X, ¥. KUSHNER, Doctor of Biological Science, spoke in favouwr of
Michuriniem and against the formsl gonsticipts of the Biological Division.

Acsdemicina K. V. TSTISYH sent & lettor, exousing his absenoe due to
111 health. and explaining thet ko was alwvays a stevabh Midhuiiniet.
_ G. 7. KIFISECHOV, Dootor of Biological Sciense s director of the
Institute of Cytology, Histology, and Embryology,. explained. thet he wes
alvays a firm believer in the wrinciples of Michuriniam. He then gave a
detalled sccount of how hi@ inpditute bacame & nest of Mendelimm-Morganisn.

This institute was originally called the Institute of Eaperimental
Biology, and its reactionary tendencies were discovared in 1939. As a
result, the instituts was reorganized in 1940, and given its present hame,
in the expectation that it woull be concerned only with the noncontentious
subjects numed, ani wowld no longer serve z8 z refuge for formal geneticists.
Csrtain of ite Iaboratories were abolished, such as thaot of the "Evolution-
izt Zrigade, " which wag the stronghold of reactiox. However, formal genetics
socn again reared 1%s ugly head, the moving spirit being DUBININ, World War
II, the partiai evacuation of the institute, ani the death in 1945 of ite
Director, Acedemician ZAVARZIN, interrupted the work of yrging and reorgani-
zing the Institute. The Zorme® grneticists and their sympstdizers were by
then so firely entrenched that they took very little noticc of EHRUSHCEOV,
the acting Director, but want over his head to the Secvetary-General and
the Presidiwm of the Acadexmy. Their Tosition was still further strengthencd
by the deolsion of the Prewidium of the Acsdesy to found a nev institute of
8yustios and cytology, on the initiative of DUBININ end ZHEERAK, As a result
of the intriguos and lobbying of ‘hese iniividuals » chiefly of DUBININ and in
spite of KHRUSHCHOV's opposition and wrotesta, they sucserded In reinstating
a mumber of their previously purged geneticist assooiates, such as Docter
RONASHOV, Candidates in BElological Solence, ERLYAEVA afd EHFOSTOFAjcin.c:
DUSININ's labofatory, in 15h6 - 1087, and soch afts®: Bntio¥/ASBHACLLIS  Asslatant
BEIQOVEKTY ant Senicr Scientific.Assdstaiit( PROKGSTEVA-ERIGOSEEATA 'Diretbr
Ficfessor NAVIEFTN, Labormtory of Botanicsl Crtofiqgy) ,. boshitreniCerred. ' tron
the Institute of Censtics. To the ssme laboratory oame cnmm*uym»moe: 1
logical Bolence KAKFIDZE without XHYIBHCHOT sven being consulted, and these were
followed by Senior Sclentific Asaistant MALINOVEKIY, Ladoiatory of Cyto-
genetios, and at the end of 1547, by SclentifiocAshintakGLVOXAOVA, ~a génets.
icist. Whonever KHRUSHCHOV ixotested that he needed acicntists o wark in
tlie physic.chemioal ladoratory, in the laboratories of Cell and Tissue Stuly
of Ontogenesis iwment Filatov, of histclogy and of karyology, not geneticists,
he was told taatc suck scientists were .ot evai’ atle, and that these genet-
iciats were only tempcrerily in his institrte, rending orgenization of their
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) own institute. The whols fault thue lay squerely on the shoulders of the . e e "
o ' e higher administrative bodies of the division and the Acadeny.

Asedemician N, A, MAXSIMOV, Director of the Institute of Plant £
Phyetology since 1946, evphasized: the admiration clways felt by him ani his ‘
co-workers for lichuriniam. He sdmitted that thers had been sharp. differ-
ences of opinion between his laboratory .and certain gemsticiste, in partio-
ular - Asgocleate Memver, Acedemy of Sciences!SRER, Docent AVAKTAN. Thie
controversy appeered to have arisen over & misconception of the meening of
the term "plant growth substances,” which AVAKYAN theught werse nmetaphysaical
entities, oomewhat like the "heredity’ substarcs" of the formel genet- .
iciats, whereas MAESIMOY considers them as chemical substances.

g He algpo admitted that his #1 titute was at fault for adopting an
- impartial sttitude toward the ‘genstics controversy, which Ked now sxded in.

the complete triwmph of Michurinism. Other mistakes wére in not cooperating
with practical agriculturists, aml in not sufficiently hindering Professor
‘Wikheil Kiristoforovich CHAILAKHYAN'S work on the hoxmonal basis of £lowsy-
-ing-of plants, vhich hea been prosseding. for over 10 years in the inptitutn.
A8 for Professor VASILIEV, also of Maksimov'z Institute, he had 2-rereego
:8iven his. aclemn promise that hs would no longer enghge in &ny work which

‘might cast doubt on LYBENKD'S theories and prastical results, and MAKSIMOY .

‘bad -no-reason to doubt that he hed. kept his wond. .

_ Rikolai Alexandrovich SKVORTSCY; Minister of State Farms, fou
‘ORBELI"8 defense most wnsatisfactory. I% aid not explain why such peracns
48 DUBININ,  ZHEBRAK, I.'A. RAPPOPORT," ALIKHARIAK, DUSETRV, ASTAUROV, M. M.
KAMSHIIOV, and, above all, SHMAL'GAUZEN wers 8o long tolerated and en-
oouraged. HNor did it make clear why the Divieion of Binlogical Science
edopted so negative an attitude toward Michur’ .iem and Miohurinists, citing
the cese of Comrede SILYARDER (Appendix B).

‘ : Acsdumician E. K. PAVLOVBKY, iMrector of the Institute of Zoology, : -
? deacrided the work of his ingtitute, which employs 32 dootorants andl aspir--. . .
ants, and mentioned the work of the fedzhik and Far Zastern Filials, point-
ing out the practical importance of their observations on tick-trensmitted
diseases of domestic animals. Ee proposed & number of minor reforms of the
Acalemy.

Academician M. B. MITIN spoke at length on the 1i”s ani achievemants
of MICHURIN, and condemned its opponents. as well as ORBELI for tolerating
them.

LR Viadimir Petrovich FUSHINSKIY, Associate Mmier academy of Sciences

. USSR, director of the laBoratory of Soil Blology (founded in 19kk) desoribed

: the attempts male by the Mendelians to have his Institate trensferred to the
Divigion of Geological=<eGeographidal-Sciences,. which werd: frastieted, by the
intervention of Acalemicians ORBELI and SERTABIN. He wes also contimmally
harassel by a "Brigade,” 300 strong, of psevdoscientists from the Soil Insti-
tute of the Academy, Geological ~ Ueographical Division, who, making use of
ineide information obtained by trickery ard through tie agency of the
"Spetsctiel” (KOTE: <his term is usually appiled to the MWD /MGB Section in
charge of seourity of a given establishment), twrned up in force whenever
a pepsr from BUSHINSKY'S laboratory was read, to sudject it to witiuring 3
and unfair critioism and ridiculs. Ali this perseoutior arose, acsording to
the speaker, becauss he and kis 30hool were staunch upholders of Williems®
theories. ’

A. A. AVAKYAN, Associate Member Acadsmy of Sciences USER, took a

41ghly aceptical view of tha aincevity of the memders of the Division of
3iologicel Soience who had declared themselizes to be Michuriniste of long
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chrnling.  Zuck "Mishurizists" g KOSHTOTN™SS, or even TSTISYR, were active
or pascive supporters of Morganlam only & month beiors. .__f

The rrnsgemant of tlo Division hed mede four mistekgp, they: {a) 414
ot believe in Elehnrinism; (b) made no efforts to ende Michuriniats
to publich 1n the Acedemy Jowrnals; (c¢) did not atiempt'§o unss their
aut’mruy to nrevent the Morganigts-Welssmanists firom aﬂnci'ing Michuriniets;
ard (1) 434 nothing to prevent infiltration of other departments of biology
by Morganiste, auch a8 in animal physiology, plent phymohsy, nicroblology,

ete.

In his opeech, AVAKYAN also attacked: Professor CHATLAKHYAN, for all
the work he hsd dons since 1932; Acedemicien MAKSIMOY, foribaving said that
AVARYAN's work 18 50 - 100 years behind the times, and for having said:

"I wonld not be surprized to learn thet AVAKYAN hae never heard of 7erments
or enzymeg"; SHMAL'GAUZEN, ZHEBRAK, DUBININ, ALIKHANYAW o@lﬂosow State
University, on familiar lines; and Associate Academioian BARAROV, for
eriticizing a paper read by LYSENKO at the end of 1947,

. Certain biologists, although not Michurinists, reslized Low wrong
CHAITAXHYAN wvag. :These were Professors GENKEL, RATNER, NICHIPOROVICH,
and: VA&II«IEV ‘

» Ace.dmicia.n G.. ¥. AIFKSAIGROV of the Inetitute of Philosophy,
-Acedemy ‘of Sciencea T.SBR ‘explained at considerable langth hovw o~
Michurinis’ he and hie mtit-ute bad always been. 'He though it wae & bed
thing that, of ell the educational establighments in the USSR, only the
Academy of Sciences USSR did not inclwde Merxist-Leniniat philosophy as &
wampulsory subject of study for aspirants.

Academician B. B, POLINOV, Director of the Scil Institute imeni
V. V. DOKUCHAYRV defenied his institutc againsic the attacks mede by
EENEDIXTOV and BUSHINSKIY. Ho admitted that 6 weeks earlier he would not
have teken such remarks seriously, eince the institute hed, on the whole,
done gcod end useful work. He now felt iifferently, sri thought that it
vas ot enough to be unreceptive to the teachings of Williams; ' they should
have actively furthered these teachings. He agreed with BENEDIKIOV'S
and BUSHINSKIY'S views on the permicious tenlencies expounded by RODE,
but disagreed emphaticelly with BUBHIRSKY'S other yemarks.

Agsociate Mamber of the Academy cf Scierces USSR, N, T. GRASHCHENEOV,
expressed his gratitude to STALIE end the Central Committiece of the Communist
Party for having intervensd on behalf of the Michurinists. He personally
had alwvays been a statnch supporter of this school of thought. Ee then
condemrsdd the work and publications of Professors NUBININ, SHMAL'GAUZEN,
BLYAXHER, KHALAT(V, KARLIK, DAVIDENKOV, KOITS80V, and ZHEERAK, all of whom
are tainted vith Morgan-Msniel-Weissman yrinciples.

Academician N. G. BERUYEVICE, Academician-Secretary of the Academy
of Soiences USSR, repeated what previous apeakers had said against the
Division of Biolorical Solences, and complained of a lack of discipline
among the Academicians. There cculd be u5 vxcuses for noncompliance with
orders caming from the Presidium of the Acedemy.

K. I. FUZEDIN, Doctor of Biological Science, quoted the works of
various foreign goneticiata, such as MATHER, HARLAND, MELLER, anl CASTIE,
which soemed to support LYSENKO'S views. He acoured the Soviet formal
genetisists of being more orthodox in thelr reactionary attitude to
genstics than are even their Westsrn counterparts.

SECREY
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Aeniemdcion 1. £, NFLILT mele-a second speech, in which he admittel
he validity: of aost of ihe critiolsmes levellei agsinst his [iret syt a¢h,
Cexplatped wore £ully how 1t was that eams of the eryors had been camaitte’,
Aigclaimed any psrsonal 1-sponsibllity for cerisin of them (SHMAL CAUZTN * 5.
Stalin Prive, Appendiz A), and Justified his actiorn in others {SILYANDER,
Appendix ). ' i

‘Aeadsrdclan I, B, PERZENT expressed his views un the SILYARDER case
‘ {&ppendty B, .

‘Acedemicia: S, I. VAVILOV eeid, in ewming up, that the Biological
Divigion was tho blggest wivision of the Acadeny, ocumprising 13 ingti-
tuted; T resesrch stations, 6 lsboratories 6 camrissions, ank 4 learnec
gonietisa, Wt to mentlon mumerous fildels and vesesrch bases. The
pracesd ings, of the seesion hed egtablished that this important divisicn
‘had not. been properly difected. Certain emargercy meagures had Yeen teken,
subject to Putire confirmetion Dy the Acaiemy (Appendix DY,

“peademician L. D. SHEVYAKOV. plesded for the inclusion in the new

L prdgrm;y of xrovision for the stuly of “productive potential" (VAVILOV

: ¥, P. U 3SINSKTY antel the resolution to bo so worded as to make It
“clear that: the Presidiwm of the Acalemy hed’ persisted in its mistaken
‘policies deapite the edvice of Gosplan: (VATITOV. 411 not agiwe).

Academician A. D, SPZRARSKIY euggestel that-refsrence to the
perticipation of the Academy of Hedical Sciences in the projectsl plenning
meeting of the Academy chould be deferred, until the Academy of Medlcal
Scicnces hed met enl pul its own house in order. (VAVILOV d14 ot agres).

Acedemician K. I. SKRYABIN cazd that there hel been muck Justified
critieiam of the Division of Bislogical Science on the grounde that thoy
had peoduced only very fev results of practical value to Soviet livestock
‘production. "This is wderatandeble, however, in view of the f~ct that
there was virtuolly none on the steff who had any knowleige of the problems
invelved. Could nct an instruction requiring the eleboration of appropriate
measures to remedy thie deficiency be includeld in the resolution?

VAVILOV thought not, s the trouble was due +o0 lack of materiel
 facilities, aid not to lack of oxperts. ' There being no further apeakers,
he «losed the proccsdings, as follows:

"Camrades! Before we disperse & ter these important discuselions
and decisions, we cannot but think of that man, vhnge eagle sye and whose
genius correct our mistekes in all f£ields -- politicel, economic, am
gclantific. I refer, Comrades, to Jusepk Vissaricuovich OPALIN: (thunder-
ous applauee, £11 riso from their seats). Comr—des, it has been moved
that we concluie cur sescicn by accepting the text of our perscnal message
to Comrvde Stelin (thunierous epplause).

"he text vill de real by Acadsmician TAVLOV3KIT (to the accompani-
ment of the applause of the untire audience Acsdemician E. N. PAVLOVSEIY
reads the text). .

"f11low me, Comreles, to sssume thet your frienily applause signifies
your approvel of the text.

"Torg live Comrsde Stalini” (thunierous, long-continued applause,
developing into en owstion ir konor' of Comrwle Stalin).

ey
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sgiber of atieatizts submitted written rcsseges to thr seasion:

; isi Sciences 1. 1/ VoSl YEV cleimed alwaya to hove been
aogeelegenl to tho aerictus leviatlons, nowever, he hed:
(a' L mome ﬂ_f nle 1evers, iisagrees wﬁ’w vieve oxpressed by TYSENKO s
to the theory enl -rectice of vermalizet vheat; aal (b) in his writings
sveprempieglzei the inportiace of LIBLNEC!S prelecessora.

essurel thv Sessiis thet he wonld in future b a falthful scliler
oviet Michurinist Axmy, wnder the commend o TYSENRO,

(‘az,did:i,' of ‘ﬂnlogicd Sciences R. L. DOZORIST ZV4, of the Bureau
of the Divieic, of Blologicnl Sclences gave an account of the long struggls
for Michurisisu. In 193G, Academicians A. . BAXH, B, A, KEI.I.ER and
others dcnowesl the smctivities of :rofesaor "OUI‘SGV 8 Institute of Experi-
montel Ioloty, lesding to Iits reorganization in 1640. The Inetitute or
Genetico wuy sinilexrly reorgemized, but the Morgenist-Mondellsts continued
thedr anmn Tehurinist sctivities. Examples vere:

1. Froressor ZHEERAR'S mtrigues towari establishment of en indepsn~
detit 5.,.at‘1*ute of géenstics.

2. 'I'hey spreal the story that the staff of the Leningred All-Union
Institu'be of ‘Plant Breedirg hed eaten their world-famous seed collection
dur:hg the .8lege; this. hing story ves repeated by HINIEY in Hature.

) 3. ‘I‘hny spreed tes gtory thet LYSENKO was no sclentist, dut onliv &
Tarmer. ' ZBEERAK wrote in'Lis article in Sciwnce that JSENFO vas ‘not even
a geneticiat.

k., Thoy cyotomatically suppressed : 1} reference to Michurinism, and
in particular to lysenko'S achievements, in the scientific press.

5. They called for deletion of reference tc the work of the Institute
of Genetics on vegstative hybridization from en Academy report of achieve-
nmente during 1946, on the grounis that it wes not eufficiently established.

6. They ottompted to create the impression that they were being
parsocuted and suprressed by LISENKO, although even Huxley denied this,
giving as an excnple that the non-Michurinists 1Y "IN, PROKOF'EVA-BELGOVSEAYA,
and BEIGOVSKIY weroe employed in LYSENKO'S Instit:: . As soon as they heard
of Huxloy's statement, however, the Belgovskiy's ...oounced that they woxre
leaving the institute.

She concluied with a recomwendation that enti-Michuriniets should %e
gought vat and eliminated from all of the eetablishments of the Blologircal
Selences Diviaion. As for Comredo BUSHINKSKIY, he hal been for 3 - 4 years
Deputy Acalomician-Secretary to the division, and a member of its Bureau,
but the only diffwrences of opiniun betwsen him end the other members re-
lrtel to "financial diacip’ine,” not to Michuriniem.

Avademician B. L. ISACHENKO Director of the Institute of Micro-
biology, Acadeny of Scisnces USSR, stressel the immortance of ichw _xdem
1o microbiology.

V. A. KOVDA, Doctor of Ceological-Mineralogical Sciences, of the
S0'1 Institute, (wes above) claimed %o bo a staunch aiherent of the Michurin-
Dokicheyev-Williams school of eoil science. He admitted that the institute
hea tolerated teviations from the teachings of this aschool, mud nmmed Fro-
fessor RIDE as the ringleader of the deviationists.
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- Dector of Blological Sc.cuces, 4. A. WICHIPOROVICE, Deputy Director,
Institute of Plant Physiology, founl that his institute was to biame for
not adhering firmly to the principles of Michurinism, for tolsrating the
anti-Mjchwrinist researches of Proféssor CHATLAKHYAN, and for ongaging
tha ‘steff with such mistaken views ae hed Professor I. M. VASTIL'YEV and
L. P. BRESILAVETE. :

Dootor of -Biologlcal Bciencea, N. M. SIBAEYAN, of the. Institute of
BRI Blochemiatry, exposed the errors contained in SCEROEDINGER'S and BIDDIE:#
e monographs, and regretied that certain Soviet biologlsts support»d theze
o g : false and harmful teachings, viz., Academician Ya. O. PARNAS &nd N. P.
DUBINWN.

Acedemicien K. I. SKRYABIN called for & closer tie-up of the d1vi-
slon with the problems of livestock production.

Dostor of Blologicql Sciences, A. N. STUDNITEEIY, of the Institute
of Bvolutionary Morphology imeni SEVEMISCY, explained how it was -that the
© workers of thia Instituté had been deluled into belisving that Acsdemician
- -SHMAL'GAVZEN '8 work wae & continuation of that of HEVERISOV; in reality, ..
<1t had by ‘gredusl,’ almost imperceptible stages, moved in the direction of
formsl gemstics.

APPENDIX A

8. V. KAFTANOV (p 53)

Many of the more important posts of the divisiun were entrusted tn
followers of Mendel anl Morgen. Thus, the Institute of Evolutionsry
Moxrphology wae for many years directed by SHMAL'GAUZEX, a bitter opponent
of Michurinism, and a chempion of Mendelian-Weissmanist teachings in
bilology. Academician SAMAL'GAUZEN ‘8 a~tivities hrve baen most detrimental
both to the Insiitu*e of Morphology amd to the teaching of the biological
sciencas in higher educational establisimsents, inasmuch as he was for many:
yoars Professor of Darwinism at Moscov University. The sesaion of the
/ slemy of Agriculturel Sciences denounced these activities as being
‘ hsndelian-Morganist, and fundamentally opposed o the Michurinist movement.

‘ It is not olear why Academicisn ORBELI has never mentioned this cizoumstance,
: end has never even commented on SHMAL'GAUZEN'S activities. Can this not de
because Asademician ORBELI has on two occasions sutmitted Academician
SHENAL'GAUZEN '8 wcieutific papers for a Stalin Prize: Did we rnot hear in
Acslemician ORBELI'S sddress of the activities of such Morganists-Mendel:
ians ag DUBININ, ZHEBR/X, SABYNIN, and NAVASHIN?

Acajemician L. A, ORBELI (p 165)

How aboul same guestions put forvard by Comrade KAFTANOV, who aaks
mo vhy I a1d not stop to cousider SEMAL'GAVZRN'S activity or the question
of recosmendation of his work for the prizen? I will give a short answer.

“ It is s woll-known fact that .wo expert commissions are in oxistelne,
~ attuched to the Committes for Stalin Priszes. These comeissions consist of
quite a mmber of peopis. The eapert commission, headed by me, consisted
° of 12 membere. This commission examined mmerous ecientific papers, and
oach paper wes given to three, four, five anl sometimes six examiners. I
had five favourable rsports on SHMAL'GAUZEN'S work. After realing those o
reports, one of the members of the expert nmmmission, a chemist by pro-
Tession, esked for permissiun to speak, ard, at the aext meeting, made a
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vory edrverse report. Further, 1t is & Jnown fact thet all materials
collscted by the expert cownission . have Tirst to be agreed upon by the
Chairman cr hie deputy, sni efter thet Lave to be examined by the Plenum.
That thie procedure wes followsd is also known, The chairmen of the

. axXpert ¢ommission is not the only Judge who dictates him decisions to ‘
the commission and then enforces. them. The - chairmen is only a chairrmm, Lo
and - 1f, after having five favourables and one sdverse opinion, and when'l) ;
of the 12 members of the expert commission vote "Por" and: only’ one
"againgt, ™ his duty ie to report accordingly to the Presidivm and Plenum
of ‘the Committes, ani this vas done. I gimply ‘cannot wnderatanl why this
question vas teised and vhere I am.st:fault. I do not ses ‘how, I can be
blamed. I eimply report the procoslinge of the commission under my shafyw = - "
wanskip.”

APPENDIX B

H. A, BEVORTSOV (P 103)

'] want to mention ome of these facts, 1,.9., the attifude of the
Physiologiocal Tnatitute iméni Paviov toward. the gtudy. of the subjoct:
“he effect of envirommental conditions of domsstlc animals on thelir
T growth end wilX owtput,” vhiokh was put Porwanrd as & reenlt of sxperisnce
- gained. in ‘the Karavaysvo:Statse Farm. In 1947, the mcientific council.of
_t;h_i‘s' inetitute aciknowiedgsd the +heoretical and practical importanse of
this sudjéct, and approved the necessity of its study. And. yet, after one
year, the attitude of the inastitute wms abruptly changed. On the pretexts
that the vork on this subject, vhich was carried ocut by Comrade SIL'YANDER,
does not properly fall within the scope of the work of the institute, that
Le m-de no attampt to investigate the physiologica’ nature of the problem,
that he d1d not aprear to have the necessary basic training, and that he
made no attempt to apply paysiological methods, as would Ye expected of a
C candidate for a dooctor's degree in physiology, the eslentific council,
’ upder Academicisa ORHELY, decided to remove him from the institute and to ‘
direct him into another svientific establishment, having a closer comnection . K5
with zootechnics.

I will pit here enter imto the guestion of vhetlier Costrede BIL!YANDER
wvas’'or was not competent, in viev of his scientiric training, to investi-
gato this prodblem. I am interested in a differont aspect of this queetion,
viz., vhy 4id the Institute, having at its dleposal a special departisent of
physiology of domestic animals, not consider it necessary to pursue this »
investigation, which was obviously of considerable importamce to state snd
colleotive farms? We ask Academician ORBELY, was it not possible, haring
sush & pumbar of qualified scientisus at the disposal of the institude, to
conslude thi. researsh successfully, and so to solve cns of the epsential
problems of livestosk rearing? I cammot understand why the best solution
for this problem was to request the Presidium of the Academy of Sciences
to transfer Comrede SIL'YANDER, together with nie work, to the Institute
of Geneitlcs, 1. e., to Academician LYSENKO? Was it not because it is the
opinion of socme nciemtists, that queetions relating to the rractical neesds
of agriculture, are the business or LYSENKO only?...."
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Academician ORBELI (p 1€7) -

o "WPorwltme vo. make twe. important statements. The firet. refeRs. to
L ) ) the subject raised by Comrade SKVORISLV, i.e., the expulsion of Dostorant
: SIL'YANDER from our institute. This was attributed to his pro-Michurin
beliefs and to my alleged enti-Muchurin tendency, Of course, nothing of
ths sort ms.happ'em&. Comrede SIL'YANDER arrlved at our institute te
stuly the effects of low temperature on milk and wool production axd,
mainly, on the rate of growth of emimals. Though this subject vas out-
alde our field of activity, ve .coepted him and gave him the maximmm of
belp. In epite of the difficult comditions prevailing in our emall) labora -
tory, he was supplied with goats and rebbite. During the first year he T
raiged kids, and carried out a certainm part of the research. His work vas + N
¢. ~voved. by our eclentific council ap essential, interesting end useful
but, at the satie time, we poimted out Lo him, that it is quite inadmissible
for & person working on & doctor of biology thesls, to de eatisfied omly
with welghing rabbits before and after feeding and rscording their rate of
grovth, -especially vhen hs 1z atteched %o .a physiological eptablishment
apd ‘should. apply more accurate physiological methods tc the elucidetion of
the gubject.  He wes glven appropriate instructions and advice, He wap
“taught methodis of ressarch and was supplied with apparatue. Nevertheless,
“'he.rejected all advice, telling his adrisers, that he is not a mere aspirant,
but 'a:dostorant;, and therefore does fiot need advice and doss not want to
‘out- instructicns, 'After 12 monthe, at - the next report meeting of -
“'the selentific council, he meds & report, which disclosed his complete .
ignoraase.  For the.biologists, who aYe pressnt here, it will be guite ERATEE N
evident, thet when a man has arrived at definite conclusions, and rencvis S R T g
that his found & repiratory quotienc of 75, and, when an attempt is meuu to
help him and to explain to him that he has probadly made & mistake, he
begins to argus and tries to prove that he is right, it could net but ralse
doubt of the accuracy of his experimental data and of his physioiogical
knowledge in goneral. Un this account two commisslonz were appointed vhich
were to examins thoronghly hic whole activity, begiunirg with hig labora-
tory records and ending with his concluding articles and with the way he
presented hig results. These commissions, which were camposed of abdbgolutely
: disinterested ard very competent peopls, found that his work shoved his com-
- DPlsts ignorance of the subject. Ignoring all instructions given him, he
v would in determining gameows metabolism, grab ths goats by their forelegs,
force the respirator on them and perform measurements of basal metatolism
whilo they were struggling. ™e whole work proved to be defective, but he i
would not listen to advice or imstructions. . o -

N "At the sams session of the ocouncil I tried tc save him add 4cnhelp L
ol Mm., I, as & ch.irmn, gaVS: aim definite instruciions and advieed him S L
. what to do Lo get out Jf the falme position he was in, an ogasouto the -
- f£irm gronnd of true scientific work. But, in his aawering apeech, he mde b
such remarks to me and expressed sich views, ‘hat it was quite evident, that ;
he did not want to listen t:: advice, but insisted un “vliowing his own
counsil. After that he went over to the University and tried to get help
from Profeseoxr PREZENT. I do not knov if Professor PREZEAT helped him, but SRR .
SIL'YANDER used to say to us: $You wvait, PREZINT will take up this question; o 5
I will deal with you yot:’ I hope that Professor CREZIMT will examins this L :
y qeestion objectively, ani will £ind out tnat it hae nothing to do with a N
. Michurinite or a Lyseakovite joining us, and with we anti-Jichurinites f
i persecuting him, but that ve covld not continue to wvork with a man who is
jgnorant, and who obstinately refuses to vey say attention to his advisers.
-y, Furthermure, information vas received abdcut him which has been examined by
the district party oreanizatico, vhich expellsd him from the party as ax
unvorthy person..."
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I. I, pREzENe (» 17Y)

: "Tafortupately, 1t' 1z abt posdible for me elther to. agree pr.dissgreo
with Academicisn ORBELI about the literacy or illltermcy of the remnike
‘made by his doctorant, Camrade SIL'YANDER. Though I have tried to-take

Lart in these meetings, where I'.cculd have gotten acyuainted with bhias

gpoken reports, in the conditior: prevailing in the institute under
OFBELI 'S directorsnip, my efforts were in vain, I wms refused this
possibility, and I was told that my presence was undesirable, Hoverdr, I
have' acme objective facts which allow me to doubt the ignorsnce shown towerd
the respiratory and other quotients, which were reported hers by Academiclan
ORBELI.

“"Doctorant. SIL 'TANDER ewbmitted tworvery. gobd papers.so.the’ lehddng
ard ‘guiding Journal of the Michurin theory, o-biology. They wvers
presented by Acsdemician ORBELI; %hey were not repudiisted by anyons, nor
by thig Chalr either. The problems which SIL'YANDER'S vork waa to elucidate
‘are: yery important and necessary, and when the Scientifio Cotincl 1l makes the
deciaion that thers is mo rock for it im the Physiolegical Institute, as it
does ot conform to their program of work {Acedemician ORBELI: t¥his:is adt
the Institute's formulation!), I have this forrmlation and it is Juat as I

stated it. It speaks so much for itself that ono begins to be - suapiolons

. of .the alleged gross: inexperience and unwillingness of SIL'YANDER 10 lieteén

40 anyone: * Those accusations have.to be “1ooked upon with doubt. There le
no- doubt’ that ‘tne Physiologlcal Institute was unwilling to work-on: this
subject as not being in confoxrmity with tho regearch progran of the Insti-
tute's Agricultural Department. 'There is no doubt’ that SIL'YARDER ssa re-
noved from the Iaboratory for this ressom. It is also a fact that; from
1 September, the experimental materials (twins, wbich are important and
valustlo irrespective of this particular research) ave to be transferred to
your animal farm at the State Farm. Is this imcm to you, Academioclan
ORPEL:? (Academician ORRELI: 'I will give a full answer immediately').

“#T "think that, perhaps, Ackdeimiotar ORBELI made ‘this migtake.not on
his own initiative, put bscause he was influenced to a great degree by
hip subordinmates, who gave him u vrong idea of SIL'*ANDER'S vork, I think
that the cause here may be the same as the one vhich led to your writing
& migtaken fereword to DAVIDERKOV'S book, 1. e., insufficient attention
and not enough interest in the work which you supervise. I bkavs a reason
for this statement, as DAVIDENKOV'S cage is not the only ome. Allow me to
remind you (and I anm doing 1t for obJectivity's sake ans certainly for the
good of the work) that such a work as that of ERYSHEV wvas produced 1. tho
Tnetitute with vhich you are commecied. Thie work on the inheritance of
dreams vae published in the Jowr= fenex1 Biologw. The work is deeply
Freudian and has a leaning toward tne Ewies sonocl of Freudim i, 0., the
most reactiomary school, aud it was pudlisbed in o Sowrnal, vhaidh at that
time wha edited ty SHMAL'GAUZEN, Such systematic negligenco natwrelly
mekes doubtful your own position am, I thiak, 1t will be vary usefal for
jou to be more critical of what people tell you about SIL'YAKDER'S work.
Perhaps the reporte of his statements regarding the respiratory quotient,
and of his ignorance in analyring physiological processes vill then
appeer not credi*le.”
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APPERDIX 7

I. E. GLUSHCHENKO (p 59-66)

Soviet Genstlciate
] -

According to this gpeaker, Soviet gepetics and sugenice ware from
the very beginning in 1922 developed by persons holding euspsst aad
mlgtaken views, The scientists who emerged from thise warly gokool are
tainted with the same snti-Marxisn tendenciss.

FILIPCHENKQ founded & "Bureau of Epgenics” in 1922, by which a nusber
of dootriimily unsound papers were publisbed.

: ;;Kt)ﬂl"SW o Apsotiate Membier Lcadewy of Bciences. USSR, , 'fouddsd the
. 'Russian Eugenics Soclety ai about the same tlme, which developed along
similar lines: to FILTFCHENKO'S Bureau.

- GEREEROVEKTY, Asscélate Member Acadepy of Sclences, & Morganiat, sup-

- ported KOLTBOV'S teaching. ‘

" These~pssudoscientists. are.all dead, but thoir puplls are st11l with
us. They include:’ : : ‘

. DOBYHANSKTY, FILIPCHENKO'S pupil,” vho was sent abroad at govermmeit
expense, and vho retused to retwm.

_RAPPOPORT, a militant anti-Michuriniast, ‘collaborating with DUBININ.

TTMOFFYEV -RESOVSRIY, who was sent at the state expense to gtudy in
Germany, apd who refused to return. :

PANSHIN, froam DUBININ'S laborutory, who was .conscripted to the Réd
Army Guring the war, and took the first opportunity of deserting to the
snemy. He at cace wrote to TIMOFEYRV-RRSGVSEIY, and became his collabe-
rrtor; his wife end family vere sent from German-ocoupied Russia to Join
him in Berlin,

Associate Member Academy of Soiencea, DUBININ, vho was an uncosprom s -
ing anti-Michurinist, and is so highly praiged by DOBZHANSKY, DARLINGT(N,
SACHS, and other reactionaries. He published a paper in the reactiomary
Amsrican Journal Sciemne, in 1946.

Assooiate Member Academy of Sciences, Vitell Leonidovich RYZHKOV,
head of tne Irboratory of Virucology, who pretends to be impartial, but
vho ig in roality more anti- than pro-mchurinist.

Doctor of Biological Sciences, A. A. PROKCPF 'YEVA -BELOOVEKAYA, whose
doctor's kmsis, besed on pure Mendeliam, vas accepted by the solentifio
council of the Institute of Evolutiopary Morphclogy imem! Severtsor,
Diressor, Academy SHMAL'GAUZES, despite the speaker's protests.

Profassor MASHKOVTSEY, a member of the acientific council, vhu fully
agreed with the speaker, but neverthelecs voted for PROKQOF 'YEVA .
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RESOLUTIONS OF PRESIDIUM OF ACADEMY OF SCIENCES USSR

Academician L. A. OHBELT to bs relieved of his duties es Academioian-
- Secretery of the Division'of Biologlcal Sclence; Academician A, I, CPARIN
£0'be tke acting Academician-Secretary, pending appointment by the next
general mseting. Academician T. D, LYSENKO to be made & member of the
Bureau of thé Division of Biological Bolance.

Academician I, I. SOMAL'GAUZEN to be relieved of his duties &8
Director of the Inetitute of Evolutionary Morphology imenl A. K. SEVERTSOV.

- ‘The sotivities. of the Cytogenetics Leboratory, Inetitute of: Cytology,
Eistology, &nd ‘Bmbryology, under Assctlate Membor of the Academy Frof . F.
. DUBINTHE,. to be swipenieéd, an being based on antisslentific principles, and
" baving glven mo practical resulte for many years.  The Iaborstorios of
.. Botenical Cytology and. of Phenogenesis of the same inatitute to be wpollighed,
.. -Tor. the same Yeasons.

“ue Bureau of . the Division of Biological Soience to revise the
" goientific vessareh plan for 1948 -:1950, in accordause with Michurinist
. dostrins, snd in subordination t6 the nesda of nationmal ssonony.

The pudlications council of the Division of Blolegical Ssiensce to
prepare a soientific biography of Michurin, during 19%8 - 1949, Tor the
"golemtific classics” meries.

To examine the composition of the scientific councila of Biclogical
Inatitutes, and of the editorial boards of biological journals, to eliminate
Welssmanist -Morganist geneticists therefrcm, and to replace them with
Mlokurinists.

To entrust the Division of History and Philosophy vith the task ofi
producing a theoretical generalized acoount of the achievements of
} Shurinism, and a oritical account of the pseudoscientific Weissmanist -

Morganist movement.

To entrust the Bureeu of the Divipion with the task of revieving
the strusture, soientific trends; and porscmnel of the estvablivhmouts of
the Division, and within a menth to enbmit a project fur the yeorganiza-
ticn of the Institute of kvoluciosmary Morphology imeni SEVERTSOV and of
the Institue of Oytology, Histolcgy, and Embryology.

The editorial-pubiication cowncil 'to submit witnin a month & plan
far assuring the pudblication in their jowrnals of papers on Mickurinist
Liciogy.

To wrrange for a Joint general meeting of the Division of Biologiocsl
Sclence in Octoher 1948, together with the All-Union Academy of Agri-
cultural Science imeni LENIN, with the biological establishments of all
Republicau Academies, and with the branches (fi lials) and research bases
of tha Acudomy of Sclexnes USSR., to diasuse the future dwvelgrment of
Miskarin!s’. hiolog .

To entrust the Pureau with the task of 7Tev! T : the tralning plan
for aspirante in accordance vith Kichurinie'. so.en: 4.

To publisk the proceedings of tls Session in the Vestnik Almdemii
Rauk SS3R.
-EXD -
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